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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1 . Applicant has cancelled claims 1-41 and added claims 42-82. Thus, claims 42- 
82 remain pending and are presented for examination. 



Specification 

2. The following guidelines illustrate the preferred layout for the specification of a 
utility application. These guidelines are suggested for the applicant's use. 

Arrangement of the Specification 

As provided in 37 CFR 1 .77(b), the specification of a utility application should 
include the following sections in order. Each of the lettered items should appear in 
upper case, without underlining or bold type, as a section heading. If no text follows the 
section heading, the phrase "Not Applicable" should follow the section heading: 

(a) TITLE OF THE INVENTION. 

(b) CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED APPLICATIONS. 

(c) STATEMENT REGARDING FEDERALLY SPONSORED RESEARCH OR 

DEVELOPMENT. 

(d) THE NAMES OF THE PARTIES TO A JOINT RESEARCH AGREEMENT. 

(e) INCORPORATION-BY-REFERENCE OF MATERIAL SUBMITTED ON A 

COMPACT DISC. 

(f) BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION. 

(1) Field of the Invention. 

(2) Description of Related Art including information disclosed under 37 
CFR 1.97 and 1.98. 

(g) BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION. 

(h) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE SEVERAL VIEWS OF THE DRAWING(S). 

(i) DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION. 

(j) CLAIM OR CLAIMS (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(k) ABSTRACT OF THE DISCLOSURE (commencing on a separate sheet). 

(I) SEQUENCE LISTING (See MPEP § 2424 and 37 CFR 1 .821-1 .825. A 
"Sequence Listing" is required on paper if the application discloses a 
nucleotide or amino acid sequence as defined in 37 CFR 1 .821(a) and if 
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the required "Sequence Listing" is not submitted as an electronic 
document on compact disc). 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 42 recites the limitation "the communication" in line 17. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

4. Claim 46 recites the limitation "the data" in line 3. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall conclude witli one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming tlie subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 42-82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As per claims 42-82, The claims are generally narrative and Indefinite, failing to 
conform with current U.S. practice. They appear to be a literal translation into English 
from a foreign document and are replete with grammatical and idiomatic errors. 

As per claim 42, It is unclear whether the claim is directed to a system or a 
method. Furthermore, there is no transitional phrase to define the scope of the claim. 
The transitional phrases "comprising", "consisting essentially of and "consisting of 
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define tlie scope of a claim with respect to what unrecited additional components or 
steps, if any, are excluded from the scope of the claim. As such, it is unclear to the 
Examiner where the preamble of the claim ends and the body of the claim begins. 
Further, the limitation "assigned to the vehicles" as recited is vague and indefinite. It is 

unclear to the Examiner what is assigned. For the purpose of Examination, the 
Examiner will interpret the claim to be the availability assigned to the vehicle. 

As per claim 43, the limitation "wherein the central unit checks via the onboard 
system of the vehicle an operational condition of the vehicle by the SMS before 
clearance for use" is vague and indefinite. It is unclear to the Examiner how a SMS 
checks the operational condition of the vehicle. For the purpose of examination, the 
Examiner will interpret the claim to read, "wherein the central unit checks via the 
onboard system of the vehicle an operational condition of the vehicle before clearance 
for use". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 42, 44, 45, 47, 48, 50-52, 55-57, 59-61, 63-67, 69-72, 74-76, and 78-81 

are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dickerson [US 



2001/0037174] in view of Puccioni [WO 02/058031]. 
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As per claims 42, 55, 63, and 74, 

Dickerson discloses a method for a computer-supported vehicle reservation 
system in which a user identifies himself/herself at an identification module (011 3; 
receives request from user), the identification module checks the identification with a 
central unit (0113; system correlates user's cell phone to user's profile), and, with 
successful Identification of the user, a vehicle is cleared for use via an onboard system 
of the vehicle (0016), 

wherein the central unit registers all vehicles of the vehicle reservation system, 
and stores, assigned to the vehicles, in a database temporal and/or local availability of 
individual of the vehicles (0063), 

wherein the user identifies himself/herself at the central unit via input elements of 
a computing unit connected to the central unit (01 13; receives request from user that 
identifies user by correlating cell phone number with user profile), and reserves a 
vehicle for a definable time and/or time span and/or location (0105), which vehicle is 
indicated by the central unit as available for the definable time and/or time span and/or 
location (0113), 

transmitting an identification code to a mobile radio device of the user over a 
mobile network, wherein a reply from a user is sent back by the mobile radio device 
over the mobile network to the central unit as a confirmation, by which the reply the user 
is identified and by the central unit the vehicle is cleared for use via the communication 
device and onboard system for the defined time and/or time span and location (01 16). 
Dickerson does not disclose that an SMS module transmits the code to a mobile device 
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by SMS. However, Puccioni discloses transmitting an identification code by SMS to a 
user to access a reservation (pg. 7, lines 9-20). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to include in the vehicle reservation system of Dickerson the 
ability to transmitting an identification code by SMS to a user as taught by Puccioni 
since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

As per claims 44 and 64, Dickerson further discloses wherein the central unit 
transmits the identification to the mobile radio device of the user within a predetermined 
time span before a beginning of a desired use date [011 6]. Dickerson does not disclose 
that the SMS module transmits the message. However, Puccioni discloses transmitting 
an identification code by SMS to a user to access a reservation (pg. 7, lines 9-20). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the vehicle 
reservation system of Dickerson the ability to transmitting an identification code by SMS 
to a user as taught by Puccioni since the claimed invention is merely a combination of 
old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

As per claims 45 and 65, Dickerson further discloses wherein the central unit 
transmits to the user a confirmation of a reservation on the computing unit (01 16). 
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As per claims 47, 56, 66, and 75, Dickerson further discloses wherein billing 
data is computed by a billing module of the central unit, and is transmitted from the 
central unit to a service provider of a mobile radio network by a communication module 
of the central unit, which billing data includes cost parameters for calculating cost 
amounts for a service procured by the user through the vehicle (0042; 011 7; 01 18). 

As per claims 48, 57, 67, and 76, Dickerson further discloses sending a vehicle 
designation and/or location and/or time and/or time span to a user's cell phone (01 16). 
Disckerson does not disclose message is a SMS. However, Puccioni discloses 
transmitting an identification code by SMS to a user to access a reservation (pg. 7, lines 
9-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the 
vehicle reservation system of Dickerson the ability to transmitting an identification code 
by SMS to a user as taught by Puccioni since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

As per claims 50, 59, 69, and 78, Dickerson further discloses wherein the 
computing unit is the mobile radio device (0113; user is identified by a cell phone). 

As per claims 51, 60, 70, and 79, Dickerson further discloses wherein the 
computing unit communicates with the central unit via one or more computer networks 
(0068). 

As per claims 52, 61, 71, and 80, Dickerson further discloses wherein the one or 
more computer networks include the Internet (0068). 
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As per claims 72 and 81, Dickerson further discloses wherein the one or more 
computer networks include a mobile radio network (0068). Dickerson does not disclose 
the computing unit communicates with the central unit by SMS and/or WAP. Puccioni 
discloses transmitting an identification code by SMS to a user to access a reservation 
(pg. 7, lines 9-20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include in the vehicle reservation system of Dickerson the ability to transmitting an 
identification code by SMS to a user as taught by Puccioni since the claimed invention 
is merely a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely 
would have performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 



9. Claims 43 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dickerson [US 2001/0037174] in view of Puccioni [WO 02/058031] as applied to 
claim 42 above, and further in view of Hirshberg [US 5,289,369]. 

As per claim 43, Dickerson does not disclose wherein the central unit checks via 
the onboard system of the vehicle an operational condition of the vehicle by the SMS 
before clearance for use. However, Hirshberg discloses wherein the central unit checks 
via the onboard system of the vehicle an operational condition of the vehicle before 
clearance for use (col 2, lines 43-52; col 4, lines 45-51 ). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the car rental system of the modified 
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Dickerson the ability of the central unit to checks via the onboard system of the vehicle 
an operational condition of the vehicle before clearance for use as taught by Hirshberg 
since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old elements, and in the 
combination each element merely would have performed the same function as it did 
separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that the results of 
the combination were predictable. 

As per claim 46, Dickerson does not disclose wherein the onboard system 
checks an operational condition of the vehicle periodically and/or upon request of the 
central unit, the data of the database of the central unit being updated based on the 
checked operational condition. However, Hirshberg discloses wherein the onboard 
system checks an operational condition of the vehicle periodically and/or upon request 
of the central unit, the data of the database of the central unit being updated based on 
the checked operational condition (col 2, lines 43-52; col 4, lines 45-51; Examiner 
interprets periodically to mean that the car check the car at some period in time). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the car rental 
system of the modified Dickerson the ability of the onboard system to check an 
operational condition of the vehicle periodically and/or upon request of the central unit, 
the data of the database of the central unit being updated based on the checked 
operational condition, as taught by Hirshberg since the claimed invention is merely a 
combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 
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1 0. Claims 49, 58, 68, and 77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dicl^erson [US 2001/0037174] in view of Puccioni [WO 02/058031] 
as applied to claim 42 above, and further in view of Sugar et al [2002/00291 64]. 

As per claims 49, 58, 68, and 77, Dickerson doses not disclose wherein the 
vehicle is parked in an access-controlled area, and the user identifies himself/herself at 
an identification module of the access-controlled area upon entering the access- 
controlled area by the identification code. However, Sugar et al discloses using a 
identification code to access a controlled parking area [0060]. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in the car rental system of the 
modified Dickerson the ability to use an identification code to access a controlled 
parking area as taught by Sugar since the claimed invention is merely a combination of 
old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the 
same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 

1 1 . Claim 54 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Dickerson [US 2001/0037174] in view of Puccioni [WO 02/058031] and Hirshberg [US 
5,289,369] as applied to claim 43 above, and further in view of Sugar et al 
[20020029164]. 
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As per claim 54, Dickerson doses not disclose wherein tlie central unit 
comprises a parl<ing space administration module and a parking space reservation 
module, whereby during reservation of the vehicle indications about a destination are 
transmitted to the central unit by the computing unit and/or the SMS contains indications 
about a reserved parking space at the destination. However, Sugar et a! discloses a 
parking reservation module that receives indication about a destination transmitted to a 
central unit by a computing device [0060; Abstract]. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art to include in the car rental system of the modified Dickerson 
the ability to receive an indication about a destination during a reservation for a parking 
space as taught by Sugar since the claimed invention is merely a combination of old 
elements, and in the combination each element merely would have performed the same 
function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized 
that the results of the combination were predictable. 

1 2. Claims 53, 62, 73, and 82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 

unpatentable over Dickerson [US 2001/0037174] in view of Puccioni [WO 02/058031] 
as applied to claims 51 , 60, 70, and 79 above, and further in view of Official Notice. 

As per claims 53, 62, 73, and 82, While Dickerson discloses using a cell phone 
telephone number for identification at the central unit (01 13), Dickerson does not 
disclose wherein the user indicates a MSISDN of the mobile radio device for 
identification at the central unit. However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that it is 



Application/Control Number: 10/528,096 Page 12 

Art Unit: 3628 

old and well known in the art at the time of the invention to use a MSISDN to identify a 
mobile device. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to include in 
the car rental system of the modified Dickerson the ability to identify the mobile radio 
device by MDISDN as taught by the Official Notice since the claimed invention is merely 
a combination of old elements, and in the combination each element merely would have 
performed the same function as it did separately, and one of ordinary skill in the art 
would have recognized that the results of the combination were predictable. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SHANNON S. SALIARD whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-5587. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 am - 
4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Hayes can be reached on 571-272-6708. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Please address mail to be delivered by the United States Postal Service (USPS) 
as follows: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarlts 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-5587 [Informal/ Draft Communications, labeled 

"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 
Hand delivered responses should be brought to the Customer Service Window, 
Randolph Building, 401 Dulany Street, Alexandria, VA 22314 

Shannon S Saliard 
Primary Examiner 
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